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III.— PARTICIPIAL PERIPHRASES IN ATTIC PROSE. 

Not infrequently in classic Greek we find the combination of a 
participle with «mu or ylyvevdai used when a finite form of the verb 
represented by the participle might rather have been expected. 
Such phenomena have nowhere received, I believe, any exhaustive 
treatment, so that the force of these periphrases has not been clearly 
determined, much less have the limits of these combinations been 
fixed either for the whole range of classic Greek or for individual 
authors. It is true the subject has been incidentally treated in the 
grammars and commentaries, but such treatment has been based 
on a range of examples at once too wide and too narrow, and 
without regard to the very different categories under which they 
fall. In consequence the deductions are uniformly loose and inade- 
quate, sometimes erroneous and contradictory.' Those who see 

1 Kiihner (II, §353, 3) says : " Um dem Pradikate ein grosseres Gewicht zu 
geben, zerlegt die Sprache zuweilen den einfachen Verbal-ausdruck desselben 
in das Partizip und die Kopula eivat." Again, " Haufig ist sie auch in der 
Attischen Prosa wenn eine Handlung als bleibender Zustandbezeichnet werden 
soil." He also notes the frequency in Plato of ex uv eivai. (He should rather 
have said eivai ex^v. 23 cases against 10.) Bernhardy, on the other hand (Syntax, 
P- 334). considers such expressions are " ohne eine gewahlteren Sinn (wie die 
Lateinische Formel dieser Art) oder den Ausdruck der Dauer den man in 
einzelnen Phrasen, worunter das Platonische ecriv exov, zuweilen beabsich- 
tigte. Aber ein &v neben Participien vermied man als zwecklose Harte 
und so erkennt man in solchen Stellungen nicht sowohl die participiale 
als adjective Bedeutung." Kriiger (§56) cites indiscriminately a number 
of examples without offering any explanation. Madvig (I quote from the 
English translation) says: "Some few present participles, viz., diafepav, 
k"xav with an adverb, irpocT/Kov, irpeiruv, Siov, eljiv, avutyepov, sometimes occur 
as adjective predicate nouns, with eifii, or yiyvo/tai, occasionally also others in 
connection with an actual adjective." Again, "A participle of the present or 
aorist with ei/ii, as a periphrasis of the simple tense of the verb (in like manner 
as the partic. pf. under certain circumstances is joined to ei/ii) is a poetical 
licence of not very frequent occurrence ; in the prose passages where it does 
occur there is apt to be a certain emphasis in the several and distinct expres- 
sion of the action (the partic.) and its existence (e't/ii)." Classen, in his Thucyd. 
(Anhang, Bk. I, 1, 1) draws attention to the different character of these combi- 
nations according to the position of eivai, and observes that only adjectivized 
participles are used in this way in Thucydides. 
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no difference between finite and periphrastic forms are wont to 
refer to Aristotle, Phys. 185 B, with the scholia thereon, and to 

Metaphys. 4> 7 • ov&iv yap 8ia(f>epu to avBpanos vyialvav eoriv q to av- 
Bpuyxos vytaivti 7] to ^3ao"i£W eo~TLv i) repvcov tov avBpQyrros fiaSi^ei rj Tepvei. 

Aristotle, however, is speaking from the point of view of formal 
logic, which regards the universe as made up of classes, and every 
assertion as the identification of members of one class with mem- 
bers of another ; nor does what he say militate against the exist- 
ence of a different force and tone in the two forms of expression. In 
this paper I propose to establish such a difference for Attic Prose 1 
and to mark clearly the limits in use of such combinations. 

In Greek the participle is as thoroughly a verb as the indicative, 
from which the true participle is distinguished as to function 
merely by the fact that it makes subsidiary and not principal pre- 
dications. Apart from the exceptional %xa>v, it is used merely to 
describe or define its subject, and in only one case (the adjectivized 
pf. partic. eppa>p.tvos) do we find it compared. As a verb then it has 
its sphere in indicating motion, activity, and is distinguished from 
noun and adjective as expressing the manifestation of an action or 
quality. In virtue, however, of its making subsidiary predications, 
it may attach itself to nouns which hold subsidiary relations in a 
sentence, i. e. are in oblique cases, and so is declined. Thus 
approximated to an adjective, it is the form selected whenever it is 
necessary to use the verb in an adjective relation; but its new 
character is clearly marked by the article or by tis (indefinite 
article), and its function is completely changed, tovs Znaivovptvovs 
irovovs and tovs itovovs itraivovpevovs differ widely, as in English the 
force of ' misleading ' is by no means the same in " The mislead- 
ing argument changed his opinion " and " The argument mislead- 
ing him changed his opinion." Now in periphrases, such as \Cm> 
io-ri, we have an exactly parallel phenomenon ; the participle holds 
a position which usually belongs to an adjective or noun, and, since 
eo-ri is the sign of predication, the participle must here lack the 
power of predication and be closely approximated to an adjective. 

1 My conclusions are based on a collection of the cases in the Attic Orators, 
with the exception of Hyperides and the spurious works of Demosthenes and 
Aeschines ; in Plato except the few spurious pieces in Teubner's 6th vol. ; and 
in Thucydides. In the case of the latter I have used the collections made by 
Classen, having read three books without being able to add anything to them. 
Such cases as I find cited in commentaries and elsewhere from Xen. fall easily 
under the categories established for these writers. 



PARTICIPIAL PERIPHRASES IN ATTIC PROSE. 293 

Here then is the clue to the differentiation of Xiei and \ia>v earl. In 
the latter case we have an adjective and a copular verb, and hence a 
permanent quality predicated of the subject ; in the former we 
have an activity or series of activities predicated. This principle 
we shall find as we proceed to include what fragments of the 
truth the opinions already quoted contain, and will account for the 
phenomena they note. But to give definiteness to our results it 
will be well to throw the cases into their natural categories and 
then examine each group by itself. It is manifest, in the first place, 
that the participles of the several tenses do not lend themselves 
with equal readiness to this use. It will therefore be advanta- 
geous to treat separately periphrases into which present, aorist and 
perfect participles respectively enter. 1 Again, since elvai in an 
emphatic position may cease to be purely copular and come to 
contain the predicate within itself, we will separate cases in 
which the ttvai (ylyvtirSai) follows the participle from those in which 
it precedes, and, for convenience, will term the former periphrases 
of the First Form, the latter of the Second Form. 

Present Participle. First Form. 

Under this head we have to consider such periphrases as \liav 
eVri, which, according to the principle just laid down, asserts the 
existence of a certain quality in the subject in contradistinction -to 
the predication of an action or series of actions on the part of the 
subject. Supposing this to be true, is there any demand in the 
language for periphrases with such a function ? There is, provided 
the language has not an adjective already formed for the expres- 
sion of every conception which under any circumstances might 
possibly come to be regarded as a quality. A stock of adjectives 
sufficient to cover such a proviso, the language of course does not 
possess. There are, in the first place, certain verbs in Greek 
expressing the manifestation of a quality while at the same time 
no adjective exists for the expression of the quality itself. Such 
verbs, e. g., as npoo-fiKav, wpemiv (cf. Lat. convenit, decet, and Eng. 
' becomes,' ' befits '), Sicupepeiv, crvp.<j>epeiv and 6p.o\oyei<r0cu. In each 
of these cases the quality in question has no existence in a single 
object but in relation to two objects, and the coming together of the 
two objects was, by the earlier language-users, regarded as the 

1 The fut. partic. scarcely occurs. I have noted one case, PI. Tim. 38 B, 
where the periphrasis results from symmetry. 
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manifestation of the quality. The truth of this view is confirmed 
by the patent etymology of Trpoo-rjKeiv, o-vpcpepeiv, convenit, ' becomes.' 
In process of time the conception of the quality apart from its 
manifestation became more prominent, and to express this quality 
itself the participle was very naturally employed. Meanwhile the 
feeling for the etymology became dulled and the distinct notion of 
an activity faded from the verb itself, so that in the main the mani- 
festation of a quality expressed by n-poo-qicei is equivalent to the 
existence of it expressed by npoo-^Kav eVn'. 1 

But, in the second place, besides these cases, the language often 
felt the need of embodying the conception of a verb as a quality, 
especially when the signification of the verb naturally lends itself 
to an adjective use. PI. Phil. 37 E affords an example ; &v 8« ye 
apapravoptvov to 8o£a{;6p.evov rj, " If the thing opined is erroneous "; 
or, again, in verbs where also the activity is in the main a fiction, 
but which express not so much the existence of a quality as of a 
permanent condition, e. g. '<£x av > vnapxav (vid. Isoc. Epist. 9, 13 ; PI. 
Rep. 458 A). These periphrases then of the type ap.apTav6p.ev6v 
t<m and ex a,v """'; I g rou P together as a second class, since, while 
the participles contained have not become thoroughly adjectivized 
like those of the first class, they yet share the peculiarity of having 
something in- their signification which renders the use of the 
periphrastic form a natural one. 

Thirdly, we group together such participles as have nothing in 
their signification which would lead them to be used as adjectives, 
but are nevertheless occasionally so used in these periphrases : e. g. 

PI. Nom. 963 A, npbs yap ev ecpapev deiv ae\ irav&' fip.1v ra ra>v vopatv 

pXenovr elvai. Such periphrases are not intended to bring before 
the mind any definite action, but to give a characteristic of the 
subject or describe it. In Phaedo 82 A, ovkovv eHSaipoveoraToi kcu 

Toirav elcri kcu els /ScXrtorov toitov lovres 01 rrp/ dtjporiKrjv re kcu tto\ltikt)v 

aperffv erriTeTrjbevKOTes, the parallelism of the adjective clearly indicates 
the function of the participle. It must be noted that characteristic 
may also be expressed by the finite tenses of continuance, which 
assert the customary manifestation of an action or quality, for this 
is, roughly speaking, equivalent to the assertion of the existence 

1 I do not believe that in general any difference can be discovered in the use 
of the finite and periphrastic forms of verbs whose participles are so thoroughly 
adjectivized as npoor/KOV, etc., e. g. PI. Ion 540; but it may occasionally be 
apparent, e. g. Alcib. 1 1 16 D, 2S2. Ta 6i ayatia av/ifepew ; AA. Na«. 2£2. Ta dkaia 
apa avptykpovTCi iarai. 
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of the corresponding characteristic or quality in the subject. The 
finite form includes the periphrastic ; not conversely. The finite 
form has other functions and lacks definiteness ; the periphrastic 
is an accurate expression for the existence of an aptitude or ten- 
dency, not necessarily manifesting itself, but, it may be, merely 
potential. The conception, however, of a quality apart from its 
manifestation is an abstraction, very necessary to the philosophic 
thinker, but not likely to be much used in practical life, where 
acts, not potentially existent tendencies, are of prime importance. 

In the following list of occurrences in the Orators of periphrases 
of the first form containing a present partic, such cases as Dem. 

3, 25 are kept by themselves : ovra (roxfipovcs rjvav Kal <r<f>6dpa iv tg> 

noXiTcias rjdci, nevovres wore . . . Here the participle is parallel to an 
adjective 1 which precedes it, and by that parallelism at the same 
time the function of the participle is clearly indicated and any 
harshness there may be in the combination is mitigated. 

di/aS<fx<V«" 0S > Dem. 19, 37 ; dpnav (4 times), Ant. 2, j3, 2 ; 2, y, 3 ; 

2, 8, IO ; 4, y, 6 f 8rjpoKpaTOvp.evos, Dem. 24, 5 ; bia<ptp<ov (7), Ant. 

5, 88; 6, 6; Isoc. 7, 45; 12, 120; Epist. 2, 3; Aesch. 3, 162; 3, 
168; fKcn-paTevopevoi., Lycurg. 107 ; ?xa>i/ (2), Isoc. Epist. 9, 13 ; Dem. 
31, 11; 6po\oyoip,evos (5), Isoc. 6, 14 ; Isae. 2, 40 ; Din. 1, 90; 
Lycurg. 36 ; Dem. 20, 32 ; woioi/ievos, Dem. 19, 37 ; npenmv (6), 
Lys. 3, 9 ; 19, 59 ; Isoc. 6, 90 ; 15, 74 ; Epist. 5, 3 ; 6, 7 ; npovfaw 
(5), Isoc. 12, 124; Isae. 7, 14 ; Dem. 45, 49; 69 ; 48, 6; o-vpcpepav 
(8), Lys. 12, 7; Isoc. 14, 25; Epist. 5, 3; Lycurg. 37; Dem. 16, 
I ° ; 19. 75 ; 161 ; 24, 24. 3 

Total number of cases 41, in which n different participles 
appear. In addition to these we have 25 cases where the parti- 
ciple is parallel to a preceding adjective : 

Isoc. 6, 72 (ipfwTTovra) ; 8, 36 (Trpoo-rJKov) ; 12, 183 (irptirav) ', 15, 47 
(bvvapevos) ; 77 (npeirav) ; 9 1 (8vvap.(vos) ) 1 87 (jbuupepav) ; Aesch. 

3, 28* 4 (Xiav) ; I, 141 (nepicppov&v) ; Dem. 3, 25 (juvav); 19, 25 
(Wep/3dXXo)y) ; 20, 8 Qnpmov) : 55* (jroiovvres) ; 153 (fcaXSse^aiy) ; 157 
(xaicais (X a "0 > 21, 66 (crvpupepov) ; 201* (jieya (ppovav, fUya (pdeyyop-evos) ; 

8 In some cases a noun, with of course no essential difference {pid. PI. Sym. 
191 D). I also include those cases in which a pf. participle precedes. 

8 apxuv is conjectured [And.] 4, 30. Since it has become a noun I have not 
noted all occurrences of this word. 

3 In this and following lists net/tevos and its compds. are not included, inas- 
much as they were regarded and treated as pfs. 

4 In the cases marked thus * the copula is not expressed. 
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22, II (ovptypav) ; 23, 139 (Trpeirmv) ; 24, 90 (kokioj' ?x o>,/ ) > I ^7 
(afitKcoj %X a "'J > *^9 (Ka^wj (X av ) ! 34) l6 (jiaivoptvov) ', 35) 4^ \yirep- 
fldXXiov). 

Altogether we have 66 cases. In the 41 which are not intro- 
duced by the parallel adjective we find 31 which contain the 
thoroughly adjectivized participles, diafepwv, avpcpipwv, wpeTrwv, 
Trpoa-rjKav, 1 opoKoyoipievos. The extent to which they have become 
adjectivized is illustrated in Aesch. 3, 162, ovtos yap 6 veavlo-Kos mpmv 
rfjv Sijnv 8ia<f>€pav yevouevos, and in Isoc. 7, 45. This combination of 
a participle with a partic. is extremely rare (cf. Nom. 779 E) ; it 
will be noted, however, that in both cases, had the finite form been 
used, it must have been the aorist, the tense least of all fitted to 
express the existence of a quality. SpoXoyoipevos is not, perhaps, so 
completely an adjective as the others, and might be classed in the 
second group, for the three groups are not divided by hard and fast 
lines, but shade into one another. In cases like the following, how- 
ever, opoXoyoipevop is as thoroughly adjective as n-pe'nw. Isoc. 6, 14, 

to yap . . . 6Y r/pav avT&v ireipa<r6ai tra>£f<rdai . . . opoXoyovpevov rots 
aXXois Tois ttjs iroXecos Zpyois itrrlv. 

In the second group we put ex av > fr° m which the notion of 
activity has faded (e. g. in <aXS>s %x av ) > witness such an expression 
as a(pp6va>s dXXa vovv c'xovras (Isoc. Epist. 5, 2). To the same group 
belongs also apumv. We have thus left but four cases which may be 
considered to fall into the third group. Of these, the adj. force of 
&r)poKpaTovplvx]v in Dem. 24, 5 is sufficiently apparent, where he 
speaks of the city ' being democratic and free,' hr\px>KpaTovp£vrp> Kal 
iXevdepav chat. In 19, 37 Demosthenes is not referring to any par- 
ticular assertions of Philip, but describing the character in which 
Philip appears in a certain letter : navra ava8ex°P fv0S Kal € ' s avrbv 

voiovpevos ra rovrav apaprrjpaTa iariv. Again, LyCUrgUS (107) tells 

that the Spartans are summoned to hear the poems of Tyrtaeus, 
orau iv rois SirXots eKOTparevopwoi Sort, 2 where there is no reference to a 
definite act, but to a condition ; not ' when they are in the act of 
marching,' but ' when they are on the march.' 

The cases of periphrases of the first form in Thucydides contain, 
as Classen observes, only adjectivized participles. 3 The passage, 

1 In Dem. 48, 6 it has the sense ' related,' which is no less adapted, than the 
usual one, to periphrastic expression. 2 Heinrich needlessly reads luai. 

8 In Thucy. I, I, 1 Classen reads anpa^ovTcc ijaav h . . . for f/aav . . . unne- 
cessarily as it seems to me. The adj. meaning of aKpa^rrvreq renders the peri- 
phrasis natural, and Classen's objection that h with its idea of ' bestimmung ' 
is then out of place, does not hold. 
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i, 38, 4 is worthy of note, since there apto-Kovres io-pw and dirapto-Koipev 
Cm are used side by side, the former of an abiding quality which 
characterized the relations of the Corinthians and their colonies, 
whilst the latter refers to certain special acts. To the limitation of 
periphrases to adjectivized participles there may be one exception, 

Unless Cobet's emendation of pfTairfneppevoi for MS pcTcmepTropevoi be 

adopted. As the passage stands, there is, according to the prin- 
ciples enunciated here, no fitness in the periphrasis ; but a slight 
change of the masc. to neuter ending, -01 to -a, would bring it into 
accord with them, and the meaning would be ' such things as were 
imported.' But, as there is nowhere else in Thucy. so striking a 
case of periphrasis, I would prefer Cobet's reading. 1 

I now pass to a list of the occurrences in Plato : alo-davopevos (4), 
Theaet. 159 E; 160 B {ter) ; dyopevov (2), Euthyph. 10 B (its); 

dpapravoptvov, Phil. 37 E ; avopdhoyovptvos, Gorg. 495 A ; cmcmKrjpav, 

Nom. 932 B ; upporrav, Nom. 808 B ; &px<av (2), Rep. 558 D ; Tim. 
44 A ; apxopevos, Nom. 715 D ; j9Xenw, Nom. 963 A; yiyvApevos (6), 
Euthyph. 10 C{bis) : Craty. 411 D ; Phil. 42 D ; Hip. Maj. 297 C ; 
Nom. 935 D ; Seopevos, Nom. 768 E ; SeW (7), Nom. 649 C {bis) ; 
793 E; 796 C; 800 E; 802 DE ; Epin. 990 C; Siatypav (8), 719 
D ; 720 E ; 729 C ; 743 C ; 779 E ; 794 D ; 901 B ; Epin. 987 C ; 
Bia<p8eip6pepos, Rep. 492 A ; 8ia(p6eipa>v, Rep. 492 A ; dpS>v, Tim. 33 
D ; iyytypopcvos, Theaet. 187 D ; iWeUav (2), Theaet. 157 E ; Nom. 
960 D ; eViTpojw, Nom. 932 B ; enopevos (6), Pol. 271 B ; Rep. 412 
B; 461 E; Tim. 42 A ; 54 D ; Nom. 716 D; ?x<»t> (10), Craty. 
386 D ; 391 A ; Soph. 253 C; Parm. 165 A; Tim. 66 A ; Nom. 
713 B; 735 D; 798 E; 860 E; 967 A; ix^va, Nom. 828 A; 

rjyepovovv, Nom. 63 1 C; 8r}pwvpevos, Nom. 935 A; KOKovpyav, Nom. 
933 A ; kcitIxuv, Tim. 52 B ; Kivoipepa, Soph. 249 B ; Xeyopevos, Nom. 
719 C ; \anopwov, Nom. 807, A; XvatTeXav, Nom. 662 C; paivoptvos 

(2), Prot. 350 B ; Nom. 934 C ; pe T € X ov (2), Tim. 58 D ; Nom. 859 
E ; fuo-oOn-es, Nom. 908 B ; 6po\oyoCpevos (2), Craty. 387 D ; Phil. 
12 A; opovoav, Nom. 759 B ; 6pa>pevos (4), Euthyph. 10 B {bis); 
Tim. 56 C; Epin. 984 E; 6 P S>v, Theaet. 164 A; 6<pei\6pevos, Rep. 

332 A ; o<p\a>v, Nom. 909 B ; irapenopevos, Nom. 667 D ; napexw, 

Tim. 33 D ; navxav (4), Euthyph. 10 C {bis) ; Theaet. 157 A; Tim. 
33 CD; ttoioCv, Theaet. 157 A; irpinnv (23), Lach. 188 D; Gorg. 
504 A; Hip. Maj. 291 C; Tim. 21 A ; 33 B; Critias 112 B; 117 
A ; Nom. 665 D ; 670 D ; 755 C ; 764 C ; 779 C {bis) ; 796 C ; 

1 Herbst (pp. 37-9) attacks Cobet's emendation, but fails egregiously in making 
his point. 
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800 E; 801 E; 804 E; 818 A; 855 A; 917 A; 920 E; 950 C 
956 A ; TTpoaljKav (10), Phil. 36 D ; Phaedr. 227 C ; Rep. 404 A 
442 D; 525 B; Norn. 713 C; 724 B; 751 B; 775 A; 904 E 
a-vfufyepmv (6), Phil. 63 A; Alcib. I 114 E; 116 D ; Hip. Maj. 290 
C {bis) ; Ion 540 C ; avveiropevos (2), Critias 1 17 A ; Nom. 858-9 

A ; vvvixovra, Soph. 253 C ; nBipevos, Nom. 822 E ; vnapxw (4)1 

Rep. 458 A ; Nom. 774 C ; 846 E ; 923 D ; <pep6pevos (4), Euthyph. 
10 B (ier) ; Soph. 249 B ; cptXovpevos (4), Euthyph. 10 A ; C {bis) ; 
D ; x a ' l P av > Alcib. II 139 C ; &v (5), Soph. 240 B ; 245 C ; 256 D ; 
263 B ; Tim. 38 B. 

Total number of cases 151, in which 53 different partic. occur. 
In addition we have 58 cases where a parallel adj. precedes : 

Euthyph. 5 D {fyov) ; Apol. 40 A {ivavriovpAvr)) ; Phaedo 82 A 
(lovres); Craty. 408 C* (oUoiv); 440 A {ex ov )> Theaet. 178 C 

{nvperrav) ; 182 B {aladavopcvos) ; Soph. 225 A* {irpenav) ) 229 D 
{exov) ; Parm. 144 A (jutcx<bv) ; 145 A* (?x<w) | 150 A {nepiixovo-a) ; 
159 A* {Kivovpeva) ; 166 B* {dTTTOfieva) ; Symp. 175 E {exovo-d) ) 
206 D {app&rrov) ; Alcib. II 139 D {naidpevos ml ftaWopevos) ; Anter. 

135 B {ivpoo-T)Kov) ; Charm. 169 E {yiyvaanoiv) bis; Lach. 188 D 

{ipfiorrou) ; Prot. 349 D {biafplpav) ; Gorg. 493 E {imopi^opeva) ; 

Meno 72 B {bia<pipa>v) ; Hip. Maj. 289 E {dnoSexopevos) ; Rep. 423 C 

(8oKoO<ra); 441 E {irparrav) ; 524 B {Seopeva) J 552 E (?x<w) ) 568 A 
{Sicupipcov) ; 571 C* {apxov) ; 577 E {irevopevos) ; 596 D* {hrjpiovpyoi- 
ptvos) ; Tim. 36 E* {peTex^v) ; 44 D {8eanoTovv) ; 87 C* {npivov) ', 

Nom. 625 A* {irpiitov); 666 E {Bvvdptvoi) ; 716 D {irpenov) ; 723 C 

{Huupepov) ; 732 B {Xeyapeva) ] 747 C (wpoaiJKov) ; 763 D (oxoXafap) ', 
765 A {anofac-ois) ; 775 D* (exopfva); 781 D (rrparav) ; 798 D 
{8e6peva); 821 A (crv/Kpepov) ; 837 B* (e>>/) ; 875 D {Sp X av) ; 875 E 
{Suupepov) ; 876 C* {ex ") > 8 92 BC {dpxopeva) ; 976 D (3px<ov, apxo- 
pevos) ; Epin. 981 E {opmpeva) ; 992 C* (jierexav). 

It is Plato who affords the best field for the investigation of these 
forms, inasmuch as he employs them not only with accuracy but 
with freedom. In Euthyphro the argument hinges on the distinc- 
tion between tpikoipevov can and ^iXeirm. Euthyphro has defined 
(9 E) to oo-wv as ' that which the gods love.' Whereupon Socrates 
asks, " Is that which is holy, loved by the gods, because it is holy, 
or holy, because it is loved by the gods ? " and illustrates his mean- 
ing thus ; t6 (pepopevov, 8i6n (peperat, tpepopevov ianv . . . ovk Spa SioYt 
6p&pev6v ye tan, 81a tovto oparai, aXKa rovvavriov SioTi oparai, 81a tovto 

6papevov, i. e. ' It is not because a thing possesses the quality of 
visibility, that it is seen, but because it is seen, the quality of visi- 
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bility is predicated of it.' He then makes the general statement : 

ei n yiyverai rj n nd<T)(ei n, oi>x on yiyvapevdv ion, yiyverai aXX' on ylyvtrai, 
yiyvopevov icrnv '. ovo' on irao-^ov earl, 7ra<r^«, dXX' on 7rao-x«, 7ra<r^ov eariv. 

This simply asserts that we predicate the general characteristic or 
quality in consequence of the several concrete manifestations, and 
not conversely. We have not space to pursue the argument, but 
this suffices to illustrate the use Plato makes of periphrases in 
philosophic discussion. And so frequently, e. g. Soph. 249 B, 

(pepopeva Kal Kivoipeva wdvr elvai, i. e. 'All things are capable of 

motion'; Theaet. 159 E foil. alo-dav6pevos yiyvopai, 'I become per- 
ceptive.' Note especially Tim. 56 C where Spmpevov [Anw] is used 
of what is capable of being seen, and 6pdo-8ai of what is actually 
seen ; also the frequent employment of oV to express the highest phil- 
osophic reality or absolute truth, e. g. Soph. 256 D ; again, noiovv 
and nda-xov (agent and patient), Theaet. 157 A. But, apart from 
the absolute needs of scientific accuracy, Plato employs these peri- 
phrases freely. There are, in the 151 cases, 49 into which parti- 
ciples of the first group enter. In the second group we may place 

8iov (7 times), Sfo/ifvr) (i), f'XXeOTtoj' (2), vnapxcov (4), Xemopepos (i), 

ex<op (id), exo/ieva 1 (1), and the following used in an adjective sense, 

6povoa>v (i), o-vveiropevos (2), dvopoXoyoipevos (i), KaKovpyav (l), XvcrireXaiy 
(i), patvopevos (2), apapravopzvov (i), dpporrav (i), xaipav, ' SCOt-free ' 
(i), irropcvos (6), mi/ 3 (5), 8rjpwip.€vos (i), alo-davopevot' (4), opapevos 1 (4); 

iipx^v (2), dpxopevos (i), \eydpevos, 'traditional' (i). 3 For typical 
examples vid. Critias 117 A ; Prot. 350 B ; Nom. 715 D. 

Some 40 cases still remain to'be disposed of and these will fall 
into our third group, where, since the adj. character is not stamped 
on the partic. itself, it is necessary to quote the context in order to 
show the force of the periphrasis ; this space does not permit, and 
I will have to limit myself to one or two cases. Nom. 822 DE, 

ov yap apprjTa (papev etvai, Xeyovrcs to avrd i>s Popovs oiecr#ai ndtpevovs 

etvat woXKrjs dvoias yepuv, i. e. " For we do not say that such subjects 
are not to be spoken of at all, when we say it is a great absurdity 
to consider them, like laws, to be matters such as are to be laid 
down in legislation." Rep. 332 A, naWoi ye 6<peik6pw6v noi io-n 

tovto, o TrapaKaTtBfTO. Nom. 935 D, oixorav 8vpa> yiyvopevov rj, "when- 
ever it is of the kind that is done in anger." yiyvopcvov is frequent 

1 Nom. S28 A, where it is quite colorless. 

5 Mentioned above. 3 Nom. 719 C, cf. 782 D, Tim. 21 A. 

4 So I read instead of re, which involves a clumsy anacolnthon (Stall, ad 
loc.) The variations in text do not affect the periphrasis. 
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in periphrases in the sense of 'phenomenon,' vid. Hip. Maj. 297 C. 
There seems to be a tendency to use yiyvdfitvov where it is not 
absolutely required, vid. Theaet. 187 D, Phil. 42 D. These two 
passages are, of all that I have found, the least satisfactorily 
accounted for by the theory. For further examples see Tim. 33 
C, 52 B, 58 D (cf. Nom. 859 E), Soph. 253 C, Rep. 492 D, Craty. 
411 D, Nom. 667 D, 631 C, 909 B, etc. In all cases it will be found 
that the main object of the writer is to describe or characterize, not 
to assert particular acts. It will be remembered that the peri- 
phrastic form is not absolutely necessary ; sometimes finite and 
periphr. appear side by side, Nom. 932 AB ; 908 B. Symmetry of 
structure is occasionally a factor, Theaet. 164 A ; in one long sen- 
tence (Parm. 157 AB), consisting of corresponding clauses, it has 
brought about the employment of the periphrasis where, according 
to the theory here advanced, the periphrasis ought not to be used. 
Two other passages which do not harmonize with the theory, Hip. 
Maj. 286 B and Cleit. 410 A, are accounted for by the post-clas- 
sical date of these dialogues {vid. Gildersleeve's Justin Martyr, 
P- I43)- 1 

Second Form. 

When thai (yiyveadai) is thrown into an emphatic position it 
ceases to be a colorless copula, and acquires a new force which 
varies according to circumstances. But the position of thai before 
the partic. may be merely incidental, so that it acquires no emphasis, 
and in this case (a) the periphrasis does not at all differ from 
those already examined ; nor need the second form differ from the 
first, when the thai becomes merely an emphatic copula. On the 
other hand, if full stress is given, the mind dwells on the <Zvai rather 
than on the partic, and in it we must look for the raison d'itre of 
the periphrasis. Characterization, if it exists, in such a case is 
wholly secondary. The resolution into periphrasis arises from the 
mind's being occupied with the curat factor ; the participle comes in 
afterwards to complete the sense. Under this head we have two 
categories, either {b) the «»i is an emphatic assertion, ' is really,' 

1 Not every passage where elvai and a partic. come together is to be considered 
periphr., e. g. Gorg. 469 D (quotation), Craty. 405 (exigencies of etymology), 
Phil. 48 D (corrupt). Elsewhere the partic. may be construed separately, and 
here differences of opinion may arise. I give the excluded passages which 
offer most room for doubt : Rep. 502 D ; Pol. 29 C, cf. B ; Gorg. 523 B ; Nom. 
822 C ; 871 C ; 909 E ; Phil. 33 B. 
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'actually,' or (/) contains a predicate in itself, meaning 'exists,' or 
in the case of ylyveadai ' comes into being.' The construction of the 
participle here is analogous to that which it has with <palvopai, and 
shades off into the ordinary use of a participle of circumstance, so 
that it may be a matter of doubt whether the participle depends 
on the subject immediately or through the verb. It is manifest 
then that while cases under the head of a will have the same lim- 
itations as in the first form, those in b, and more especially in c, 
will be used more freely without limitations as to the nature of the 
participle. We noted, under the first form, the tendency towards 
periphrasis in verbs like ex<ov which express a permanent condi- 
tion. Since the emphasizing of dvai gives still more prominence 
to the idea of existence and permanence, we may expect to find 
such verbs even more frequently in periphr. of the second form. 
The following is the list of occurrences in the Orators : d/i^ier/3ij- 

rav, IsOC. 15, 57; eiravgdvovra, Dem. 3, 33; ej^w (6), IsOC. 5, I IO ; 

15,117; Din. 1,90; Dem. 20,18; 113; 23, 73; \ey6pevos, Isoc. 12, 119; 
6iio\oyoiiiievos (3), Isae. i, 38 ; 8, 20 ; Dem. 55, 19 ; napaKa\S>v, Isoc. 15, 

57; Tit piov, Dem. 36, 8 ; irpenav, IsOC. 5, IIO; npoo-rjKmv (6), IsOC. 5, 

no; 15, 188; Dem. 3, 24; 4, 38; 21, 196; 22, 33; wp&puv (3), 
Isoc. 5, 16 ; Lycurg. 140 ; Aesch. 2, 57 ; {md PX ov (3), Lys. 13, 91 ; 

Aesch. 3, 208 ; Dem. 20, 25 ; v7roSexop evos, Dem. 55, 19 ; mroKenro- 

ikvos, Dem. 50, 24. 

Total 29, in which 13 different participles are used. 

There are 14 additional cases where an adjective precedes : 

Andoc. I, 4 (virapxa>v) J 1 IsOC. 12, 135 (irpo<Tr}Ka>v) J Epist. 9, 19 
(ovpxpepov) ; Dem. 19, 202 Qirpoo-rJKov) ; 294 (Seopeva) ; 312 (jwrav) ', 
20, 94 (av/uptpov) ; 21, 70 (TTpoa-rJKOv) ; 114 (8iopi£a>v) ; 1 85 (f\(£>v, 
vfipifav) ; 22, 73 (Jx ov ) ' 2 4> I ^ 1 (jX op ) > 2 9> I 3 (irpo<Tiroioip.fi>os). 

Since space is lacking to discuss cases which exhibit peculiarities 
similar to those of the first form, it will suffice to cite an example 
of the emphatic copula in connection with a partic. which is clearly 

characterizing: Dem. 3, 33, aXX' carl ravra rqv (Kaarov padvpiav eiravg- 

dvovra. Also Isoc. 15, 57; 117. Let us rather note some cases 
where the periphrasis has arisen, not from the desire to charac- 
terize, but from the need of employing the other factor of the 

combination. Aesch. 3, 208, bvoiv Sdrepov virdp^ai 8el, &v ovSerepov 

i<ni Aqpxr&Vsi vwdpxov. Cf. Dem. 20, 25 ; Lys. 13, 91. Again, Isae. 

I, 38) rjpds I? 01s iarw dp<p6repa ravra napa irdvrav opoXoyoipeva . . . 

1 MSS read in this passage also SiSofiivq, which cannot stand. Some- editors 
strike it out altogether, better read dsdo/icvr). 
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Or Dem. 50, 24, ovk ?oti irpo<pa<ns vrtoKemoiUvrj, cf. 55, 19. In this 

last cited case the participle is quite secondary, but is yet predicate. 
Such a construction can of course be used with perfect freedom 
and we are far from the periphrases with which we started. In 
Thucydides there are some good illustrations of the secondary 
character of the partic. ; 4, 109, 2 ; 8, 69, 3 ; 2, 80, 3. In 2, 67, 1 
and 8, 92, 4, the participles may be taken independently of the 
verb as in the ordinary participial construction, or perhaps less 
naturally as predicates. In 1, 99, 2, characterization predomi- 
nates. 

Let us turn now to Plato. The following is the list of occur- 
rences : dyvoav, Phaedr. 239 B ; aya>v, Phaedr. 237 D ; altrdavop-evos, 

Theaet. 159 E ; a<ov6pevos, Tim. 26 BC ; dvnnBepfvos, Soph. 257 D ; 
airoSiSo/ifvos, Nom. 768 A ; &px<av, Phaedr. 237 D ; yipmv, Nom. 807 C ; 
ytyvoiievos (16), Euthyph. 5 E; Pol. 301 D ; Parm. 152 B; Phil. 
39 A; 39 C; 42 A; Phaedr. 274 A; Lys. 213 C; Prot. 356 A; 
Tim. 38 B ; Nom. 729 B ; 800 C ; 805 E ; 901 C ; 959 E ; Epin. 
985 B ; Seofjfvor, Nom. 913 A ; &eov (2), Tim. 42 D ; Nom. 713 B ; 
Stadibopevos, Tim. 77 E ; 8iaipoip.evos, Nom. 895 E ; SicKpepav (7), Parm. 
154 D ; Alcib. II 149 B; Gorg. 500 C; Nom. 696 B; 733 BC; 
861 B ; 963 B ; 8ok£>v, Phil. 51 A ; Bot-dfav, Soph. 240 D ; Bwdpcvos, 
Nom. 937 E ; eWenropevos, Soph. 258 B ; cvwv, Rep. 431 E ; firi/K- 

\ovpevos, Epin. 980 D ; imTrjtlevopepos, Rep. 527 B ; eiropevos, Nom. 

763 C; €x av ( 2 3)> Phaedo 92 D; Soph. 258 B; 287 E; 297 E; 
Pol. 306 B ; Phil. 48 C ; 59 B ; Phaedr. 245 E ; Prot. 330 E ; Gorg. 
484 A ; Meno 82 C (bis) ; Hip. Min. 368 E ; Rep. 397 B ; 602 C ; 
Nom. 663 D; 743 A; 747 D; 770 C; 857 B ; 876 E ; 892 C; 

896 A; KaXovpevos, Nom. 961 D; Kivoipevos, Theaet. 153 D; Xeyopevos 

(n), Soph. 257 D ; Pol. 302 C ; Phil. 11 B ; 26 E ; Rep. 490 A ; 
588 B ; Tim. 90 E ; Nom. 773 C ; 855 A ; 881 B ; Epin. 981 A ; 
fuKov, Nom. 766 C; lurixav (3) , Pol. 273 B ; Parm. 141 A; Rep. 396 

E ; fitTdfidXKav, Nom. 894 E ; vopodcToipevos, Nom. 834 B ; vopoBcrovvres, 

Nom. 692 B ; vooovvres, Alcib. II 139 D ; olmipevos, Rep. 521 A ; opwpt- 
vos, Epin. 985 B ; irapeircpevos, Theag. 1 28 D ; napmv, Phaedr. 27 2 A; nfpi- 
eXav, Parm. 138 A; nepupepopevos, Rep. 402 D ; wotoifievos, Theaet. 143 
D ; irdkirevopuvos, Nom. 676 B ; iropi£6pevos, Rep. 364 B ; wpewwv (8), 

Tim. 17 B ; Nom. 627 C ; 756 B ; 767 B ; 931 D ; 944 E ; 945 B ; 

948 C; irpevfievopevos, Nom. 879 C ; ■ irparropwos (2), Nom. 736 B ; 
87O D ; irpo<rf)Ka>i>, Nom. 902 C ; <rvp.<pepa>v, Rep. 338 D ; avvoiKwv, 

Nom. 848 A ; reivav (2), Pol. 308 E ; Meno 84 B ; ndiptvos, Nom. 
963 A; inrtpfx^v, Nom. 696 B; <pfp<ov (2), Nom. 811 B; Alcib. II 
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142 B ; yjfvxoiievos, Phaedo 118 A ; &v (15), Soph. 237 A ; 245 D; 
256 E ; 259 A ; Parm. 141 A ; 162 A (Jer) ; Phil. 51 A ; Phaedr. 
247 E; Tim. 38 BC {bis); 61 D ; Norn. 771 C; 894 A. 

133 cases in which 53 different participles are used. 

There are 14 additional cases where an adj. precedes : Soph. 
258 C (o*) ; Parm. 141 A (Jx°") > H 1 E O"™* ") > Symp. 191 D 

(e'niXeipav); Alcib. I 114 B (avpKpipov) ; Il6 DE (vv/upepov) ; Meno 
99 E (vapayiyvopevrf) ; Rep. 374 E (btoptvov) ', 556 A (avayicdfav) ; 

Critias 112 A (cx a >0 ', Nom. 649 D (yipav) ; 840 AB (o-cppiywvres) ; 
918 C (fcopcvoi)) ; Epin. 981 E (?x<>v). 

The number of these latter cases is small as compared with the 
similar ones in the first form, an indication of the less uniformly 
adjective character of periphrases in the second form. A further 
confirmation of this is to be had from a comparison of the most 
frequently recurring participles in each form. These are for the 
first, the thoroughly adjectivized : 

■Kpkftuv irpooijKuv 
IO 



1st Form 
2d " 

For the second ; 

2d Form 
1st " 



23 
8 



txov 

23 

IO 



6ia<pe.p(jv 

8 

7 



cvppipwu 

6 

1 



Total. 

47 

17 



yiyvo/ievoQ 
16 

6 



15 
5 



?vey6[i£vos 

II 

I 



Total. 

65 

22 



The recurrence of €x av illustrates the tendency of this form to 
express an abiding condition. The frequent employment of 
yiyvopwos and &v arises from the fact that in Plato's time these two 
words represented fundamentally opposing views of the universe, 
which Plato made it his business to reconcile. If it were needful 
to use yiyveo-0ai of something which had real existence, the speaker, 
to avoid ambiguity, must employ dvai in the emphatic position 
with yiyvopevos, e. g. Tim. 38 B; Parm. 152 B. Again, were it 
necessary to speak of a thing coming into real existence, yiyv«r6ai 
would have to be used in the emphatic position with S, v ; e.g. 
Soph. 237 A ; 245 D. Finally, even more frequently, lest «iw 
should be taken in the loose popular sense, dmi 6v is employed in 
reference to absolute existence, e. g. Phaedr. 247 D. The peri- 
phrases of these participles, however, are not confined to ques- 
tions of ' being '; Prot. 356 A, Pol. 301 D. The cases in which 
\ey6pevos appears arise from the need of using a pregnant «mu. 
Nom. 881 B, ccn-<a 8i Xeyopevov to peril toCto 7778c Here there is no 
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emphasis on the act, but to an abiding condition, " Let the next 
topic stand expressed in the following way." Nom. 773 F, nepl 

ya.fj.asv dq ravr eara napafivdia Xeyopeva, " Let these things be granted 

to be," etc. Rep. 588 B, rjv de nov \ey6pepov, " It was laid down in 
the course of the discussion " (cf. use of fy in Aristotle, etc., of a 
definition which has been arrived at and still holds). Rep. 490 A ; 
Pol. 302 C ; Tim. 90 E. Somewhat different are Phil. 11 B ; 26 E, 
cf. Nom. 961 D; Soph. 257 D. In Nom. 855 A Xey6p.evos is added 
as an afterthought. Other examples of pregnant use of elvai are 
Nom. 763 C and 770 C_ (where fy is used of a conclusion reached 
in a former part of the discussion) ; Nom. 959 E, ?or<» vporepa t)plp 
to Trepl a-wpa koX \frvxqv Sura, " Let us presuppose that bodily and 
spiritual things really exist," cf. 963 A. It is e<m that gives the 
raison d'Hre of the periphr. in Nom 895 E, eon nov di^a biaipovpevov 
..." There exists a twofold division," cf. Tim. 77 E. The parti- 
ciple is quite secondary in such passages as Rep. 431 E, (v ravr-n &v 
€tij tovto eviv, cf. Soph. 257 D ; Nom. 870 D. To show the entirely 
secondary place which characterization may have in this form, we 

cite Nom. 692 B, Tails Tore vopoOcrais, omces up rjaap vopoderovvrts, for, 

if the idea of characterization were the main one, the relative 
clause would be tautological, but it is in qoav we find the reason for 
the periphrasis, " the lawgivers who were actually engaged in 
legislation." Again in Phaedo 118 A, fjv \jfvx6pem, 'was actually 
growing cold,' is used antithetically to the jailer's assertion as to 
what would take place. In one case, Nom. 768 A, I cannot satis- 
factorily account for the periphr. unless there be an anacoluthon. 
The other passages least easily accounted for are Euthyph. 5 E ; 
Nom. 729 B ; 800 C 

I will conclude the discussion of periphrases containing the 
present partic. with a summary as regards the use of these combi- 
nations in the authors examined. Periphrases of the first form, as 
well as of the second form in as far as they resemble the others in 
function, were not employed in ordinary speech except in the case 
of certain thoroughly adjectivized participles, to which the few 
cases found in Lysias, Andocides and Isocrates are confined. In 
other cases the combination was felt to do some violence to the 
language, and becomes more harsh as the meaning of the parti- 
ciple lends itself less easily to being conceived as a quality ; hence 

■Again I cite excluded cases which may be open to doubt, Meno 84 A ; cf. 
Lys. 204 B; Cleit. 409 E ; Rep. 581 E ; cf. 478 C and Parm. 136 A ; Pol. 271 
A (Camp, ad loc.) 
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the three groups into which I divided the cases mark stages of 
increasing difficulty. Only four cases of the third group occur in 
the Orators, and three of these, as might be expected, in Demos- 
thenes. A parallel adjective preceding mediates the use of the 
participle, but even examples of this kind are not common and are 
confined to Isocrates, Aeschines and Demosthenes, the first-named 
employing only the easiest combinations. In the second form we 
find cases which do not differ essentially from those of the first 
form, and, having the same function, have the same limitations. 
There is further observable a tendency to use this form in the case 
of verbs which express an abiding condition, particularly %x (lv - ^ n 
general the more emphatic and pregnant the thai becomes, the 
easier is the combination, since there is an approximation to the 
ordinary use of a participle of circumstance. Hence in these cases 
there is greater freedom and a wider range of participles. Thucy- 
dides resembles the Orators in his usage. His periphrases of the 
first form are of the ordinary kind, into which adjectivized parti- 
ciples enter. In those of the second form he is bolder, but only 
where the stress of meaning is upon the verb. In the pregnant 
style of Thucydides we should have expected striking cases, but 
he has adopted another method for expressing characteristic, viz. 
the use of a periphrasis containing verbal substantives in -ttjs. 
Plato exhibits a very free and accurate use of participial peri- 
phrases, as was to be expected in a philosophic writer. They are 
more frequent in the later and more scientific dialogues, Soph- 
istes, Politicus, Parmenides, Phileus and Timaeus, but the Nomoi 
and Epinomis (comprising about 20 per cent, of the whole of 
Plato examined) contain 41 per cent, of periphrasis, an increase 
far beyond the demands of the subject-matter. 

Aorist Participle. 

If the theory advanced in this paper be true, periphrases con- 
taining aorist participles are not a priori to be expected, unless in 
exceptional cases. Of the three tenses the aorist is fixed most 
closely to the expression of the actual occurrence of a definite act. 
It is particular and individual ; even the gnomic aorist generalizes 
through the particular. Accordingly, the aorist participle is not 
usually placed like the pres. and pf, as an attribute between article 
and noun. It is true, such phrases as ovtos io-r\v 6 diroKTeivas are 
characteristic, but the characterization consists in the identification 
of two individuals ovtos and 6 anonrtivas, hence the article. ovtos 
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ionv airoKTiivas, on the other hand, does not normally occur, 
since here dn-oKTeiW would have to be conceived as a gener- 
alized characteristic, a conception to which the aorist is in its 
essence opposed. I have noted a few cases of aorist periphrases 
which on examination, however, only serve to confirm the con- 
clusions already attained. In the Orators I have noted 4 cases. 
Two of these occur close together in Ant. 3, h, 4 and 5 : 6 iraiSorpljiris 

ttv airoKTelvas airov fir) and to /lev pcipaiaov ovdevos fiaWov tS>v <rt»/t/i«Xerd»'- 

tcoi/ iarl rov o-kottov dpaprov. In the former of these passages the 
insertion of the article with djrom-aW is not difficult, but in the 
second the change is less easy. It is true to might easily have 
fallen out between eori and tov, but the writer would scarcely have 
said t6 &ixapr6v but 6 apaprvv, and thus we should have to account 
for a double corruption. There is, moreover, good reason for the 
omission of the article, and I should be unwilling to make the 
change in either case. In this tetralogy, the prosecution seeks to 
show that the defendant is 6 dn-oierciW and 6 &p.aprav. Now the 
very use of these terms implies the existence of such a person or 
persons, and from the peculiar circumstances of the case (for which 
from lack of space I must refer to the speeches themselves), had 
the defence admitted the existence of such a person, their client 
must have been that person. In the absence of an indefinite article, 
then, they are forced to employ the aor. partic. as a characterizing 
adjective. 1 The other two cases are in Dem. 21 and are intro- 
duced by a parallel noun or adjective: 156, .<dya> piv i8ikovrr)s viv, 

ovtos Se Karaoras ii- dvriSoaeas tot( where Karaards is for 6 KaratTTas , the 

article having been omitted under the influence of the parallel 

anarthrous noun. 1 14, ovto> rolvvv ovtos io-nv dffe/3^s Kal /iiapos Kal irav 

&v inoo-Tas elneiv . . . affords confirmation of the view that the aorist 
does not lend itself to the expression of characteristic. The nature 
of the signification of the verb brings about the use of the aor. in 
preference to the pres., but the writer feeling that inoo-Tas was not 
fitted to express characteristic, annexed the civ and thus gave the 
requisite generalizing force. 

Let us now pass to Plato. The phrase p.i) imapmfltis yet®, Soph. 217 
C, is an evident imitation of tragic style (cf. Soph. Ajax 588 ; Philoct. 
772) and need not detain us here. The remaining 7 cases are all 
of the second form and parallel to those periphrases of the pres. 
partic. where the raison d'itre lies in the so-called auxiliary and the 

1 In 2 y 8, the o lacking before awoKTeivac: in the MSS has been inserted, 
rightly I believe, by the editors. 
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characterizing force of the participle is absent. The partic. bears 
the same relation to the tlvai (ylyveaOat) as it would bear to <f>alv<- 
<r6ai, and, as contrasted with the finite form, the periphrasis marks 
two stages, that of the action itself, by the participle, and that of 
the ascertainment, by the verb, e. g. Nom. 737 C, o-yuor 87 n-X^dovr 

(Vapor ov<c aXXo>s 6p6a>s ylyvovr &v \t\6tis . . . ' would not turn OUt to 

have been rightly calculated.' So 866 D ; 867 C ; 739 E. 1 Again, 
Pol. 289 A draws more attention than the finite form would have 
done, to the position of matters subsequent to the act of placing.' 
So Nom. 957 C ; Tim. 47 CD. It will be noted that this form of 
expression is not common, no examples in the Orators, and 5 of 
all in the Nomoi. In addition there are 4 cases in Plato where 
an adjective precedes ; Nom. 711 D is a case with &v, parallel to 
Dem. 21, 114 already explained. Nom. 913 C is similar to 737 C 
discussed above. Nom. 829 CD is a case of the aorist being used 
for a pf. under the influence of the negative. Phil. 51 A is excep- 
tional : ?rpos to titos rj&ovas (tvai HoKovtras, ovaas 8e oiSa/xas, Ka\ /xeyaXas 
trepas rivas ajia <a\ noWas <t>avra<r6fL<ras, elvai tfavras trvimttpvpnevas 

6)iov \viriis . . . Here the writer does violence to the language to 
express a special meaning. *avTao-&i'o-ar is characteristic and the 
present participle would have been expected, but then the natural 
interpretation would have been, that these pleasures present many 
appearances at one and the same time, whereas he wishes to say 
that they underwent continual change and presented many appear- 
ances in succession. He therefore uses the ingressive aorist, the 
characterizing force being sufficiently marked by the neighborhood 
of the participles and adjective. 3 

Perfect Participle. 

The perfect tense has a two-fold aspect ; in addition to predi- 
cating an activity, it predicates an abiding result of that activity. 
This latter factor may be regarded as an attribute of the thing 
affected, as a quality which has been generated in the thing. A 
pf. participle, we conclude then, approaches an adjective closely ; 
but they differ, inasmuch as the adjective presents a quality merely 

' The partic. in 739 E might be construed as an ordinary partic. with the 
subject, but the other is preferable. 

2 I note as before some rejected cases; in [Lys.] 20, 1, aiirav is predicate, 
' for some, having plotted, joined them '; Phil. 64 B, cf. Phaedr. 245 E ; Pol. 
265 D ; Nom. 740 B ; 961 BC ; in Nom. 844 D the partic. is an afterthought ; 
Pol. 272 D, corrupt ; Theag. 123 A, mark of late origin. 
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from the point of view of its existence, the pf. participle has regard 
also to its genesis. Of these two sides presented by the pf. tense, 
either may predominate ; but it must be noted that, while to express 
the first of these aspects simply we have another tense, the aorist, 
there is no tense which can assert the second simply. The conse- 
quence of this would be that in general, when the pf. itself is used, 
the main emphasis would lie on the second side — the existence of 
the result. But we have already seen that periphrasis is exactly 
fitted for the presentation of such a conception, and hence the very 
frequent use of periphrasis in the pf. is in accord with the theory 
all along maintained in this paper. Again, since the result of an 
action is more likely to be permanently manifest in the object than 
in the agent, we are not surprised to find periphrasis more common 
in the middle-passive than in the active ; and again, the use of finite 
forms for opt. and subj. of pfs. used as presents is also in accord 
with what has been laid down. From what has been said, any 
difference between finite and periphrastic forms in the pf. must in 
any case be evanescent, and in addition to this we have a disinte- 
grating factor in the defectiveness of the pf. paradigm. When 
XeXwrat and ircnXeypevoi «Vi were used in exactly the same temporal 
sense, it was inevitable that any difference which might exist between 
XeXvvrai and XeXvfievot elcri should be obliterated. Doubtless the 
emphatic pre-position of «»<u was often a determining factor. I do 
not propose then to examine in detail the cases of pf. periphrasis, 
it is sufficient to have shown that the phenomena here also are in 
accordance with the conclusions elsewhere reached. 

W. J. Alexander. 



